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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

This communication is in response to applicationl 0/501 832, filed on 07/19/2004. 
Claims 1-10 are currently pending and have been examined. 
Claims 1-10 have been rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As to claims 1-10, the claim(s) are replete with indefinite references to drawings 
rendering the claims indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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2. Claims 1 -3, 5 and 8-1 0 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent 7,165,071 Fanning et al. in view of US Patent 6,724,914 
Brundage et al. 

As to claim 1, Fanning discloses a system for distributing a multimedia object 
(21 2) (Abstract ) in which a client device (1 01 ) downloads the multimedia object (212) 
(Col. 3:40-49 ) from a distributing server (201), whereby the client device (101) is 
connected to a peer-to-peer file sharing network (100) ( Fanning teaches that in his 
system the protocol used is Transmission Control Protocol (TCP). It is one of the 
standard protocols to transfer data between a pair of computers, peer-to-peer 
connection. Col 4:65-67) and redistributes the multimedia object (212) over the peer- 
to-peer file sharing network (100) ( Fanning's system teaches how to distribute 
objects over a peer-to-peer file sharing network. Claims 1. 3. 4. 6 and 7 ). 

Fanning does not specifically teach that for redistributing the operator of the 
client device (101) is given a reward. 

However, Brundage teaches an incentive or reward embodiment in his system 
that is a coupon forwarded to the user's email account in response to download an 
object (showing a watermarked object) ( Col 7:65-67. Col. 8:1-9 ). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the invention, to incorporate Brundage's teaching into the system of Fanning so 
as to reward a client device that downloads a multimedia object from a distributing 
server whereby the client is connected to a peer-to-peer file sharing network, 
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thereby providing coupon or incentive to a client electronically sent to an user's 
email account, resulting in greater satisfaction for the merchant and the client. 

As to claim 2, Fanning discloses a system for distributing a multimedia 
object as applied in the rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C 103(a). The system further 
comprising keeping track of the number of times that the client device (1 01 ) 
redistributes the multimedia object (212) over the peer-to-peer file sharing network (100) 
(Claim 5 of Farming's reference. Col. 6:58-67 ), but Fanning does not disclose 
rewarding the operator of the client device (101) in dependence on said number of 
times. 

However, Brundage teaches in his system a reward for the operator of a client 
device in dependence on the number of times a multimedia object is redistributed ( Col 
7:65-67, Col. 8:1-9 ). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the invention, to incorporate Brundage's teaching into the system of Fanning, in 
order to provide a coupon or an incentive to a client as a result of having accounting 
capability in the server associated to data object downloads. This enhancement 
produces greater satisfaction for the merchant and the client. 

As to claim 3, Fanning discloses a system for distributing a multimedia object as 
applied in the rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C 103(a), but Fanning does not 
disclose a system that generates a reward and on which the reward constitutes at least 
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one of a discount on a price normally paid for downloading a multimedia object from the 
distributing server (201), a number of points for use in a bonus system, an electronic 
coupon (), a permission to download one or more further multimedia objects from the 
distributing server (201), metadata related to the multimedia object (212), and a ticket 
for an appearance of the performer(s) of the multimedia object (212). 

However, Brundage teaches in his system the generation of a coupon provided 
after downloading a multimedia object ( Col 7:65-67, Col. 8:1-9 ). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the invention, to incorporate Brundage's teaching into the system of Fanning, in 
order to provide a coupon or an incentive to a client as a result of having accounting 
capability in the server associated to data objects downloads. This enhancement 
produces greater satisfaction for the merchant and the client. 

As to claim 5, Claim 5 contains limitations already addressed in claim 1 . The 
claim is rejected in like manner. 

As to claim 8, Fanning discloses a system for distributing a multimedia object as 
applied in the rejection of claim 1, 5 and 6 under 35 U.S.C 103(a), further Fanning 
discloses that in his system a request from a client device is forwarded by obtaining a 
fingerprint for the multimedia object (212) (Col. 5:62-65 ) and a query is submitted 
comprising the fingerprint to a node in the file sharing network (100). ( Farming's 
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system discloses that a request on a search engine takes place through a query 
to the database that contains the object stored. Col. 5 :66-67, Col 6:1-16 ). 

As to claim 9, Claim 5 contains limitations already addressed in claim 1 . The 
claim is rejected in like manner. Further in Fanning's system the distributing server 
performs the functions of the accounting server, such as counting and tracking the 
number of times that the client device downloads data objects ( Col. 6:58-67, Fig. 1 ). 

As to claim 10, Fanning discloses a system for distributing a multimedia object 
as applied in the rejection of claim 1 and 9 under 35 U.S.C 103(a). The system further 
comprising a tracking module (404) arranged for keeping track of the number of times 
that the client device (101) redistributes the particular multimedia object (212) over the 
peer-to-peer file sharing network (100), and for transmitting said number of times to an 
accounting server (110, 230) ( Fanning's system has an embodiment in which the 
client server and the recipient client are the same, Col. 5:50-65. Further in another 
embodiment , the search engine of his system (accounting server) keeps track of 
the number of times an object is download from a provider server. Col. 6:58-67 ). 

3. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 7,165,071 Fanning etal. in view of US Patent 6,724,914 Brundage et al further 
in view of US Patent 6,681 ,029 Rhoads. 
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As to claim 4, Fanning discloses a system for distributing a multimedia object as 
applied in the rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C 103(a), but Fanning does not 
specifically disclose a system further comprising obtaining an identifier for the operator 
of the client device (101) before distributing the multimedia object (212) and embedding 
the identifier in the multimedia object (212) by means of a watermark before the client 
device (101) downloads the multimedia object (212). 

However, Rhoads teaches in his system obtaining an identifier for the operator 
of the client device (101) before distributing the multimedia object (212) ( Rhoads 
discloses in his system a secret key, associated with an user or client 
incorporated in a private watermark embedded in an object Col. 70:33-38 ) and 
embedding the identifier in the multimedia object (212) by means of a watermark before 
the client device (101) downloads the multimedia object (212) ( Col. 70:5-68, Col. 
71:1:24, Col. 45:53-60 ). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the invention, to incorporate Rhoads's teaching into the system of Fanning, in 
order to provide a watermark protection to multimedia objects. This enhancement 
produces greater satisfaction for the merchant, encouraging business development. 

4. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent 7,165,071 Fanning et al. in view of US Patent 6,724,914 Brundage et al 
further in view of US Patent 5,649,013 Stuckey at al. 
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As to claim 6, Fanning discloses a system for distributing a multimedia object as 
applied in the rejection of claim 1 and 5 under 35 U.S.C 103(a), but Fanning does not 
discloses a system further comprising authorizing the request before forwarding the 
request to the file sharing network (100). 

However, Stuckey teaches a system that authorizes a request to download 
software before forwarding the request to the file sharing network (100). (Stuckev's 
system requests subscription, it has a registration process. Col. 2:63-67, Col. 3:1- 
10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the invention, to incorporate Stuckey's teaching into the system of Fanning, in 
order to provide a protection capability to multimedia objects. This enhancement 
produces greater satisfaction for the merchant, encouraging business development. 

As to claim 7, Fanning discloses a system for distributing a multimedia object as 
applied in the rejection of claim 1 , 5 and 6 under 35 U.S.C 103(a), but Fanning does 
not discloses a system in which authorizing comprises obtaining payment from an 
operator of the client device (1 01 ). 

However, Stuckey teaches a system that authorizes and obtains payment from 
an operator of the client device (Col. 2:63-67. Col. 3:1-10 ). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the invention, to incorporate Stuckey's teaching into the system of Fanning, in 
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order to provide a payment capability for downloading multimedia objects. This 
enhancement produces greater satisfaction for the merchant, encouraging business 
development. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

6. US Patent 6,1 67,432 discloses the peer-to -peer paradigm where users are 
connected to each other without a central host. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VICTORIA VANDERHORST whose telephone number 
is (571)270-3604. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 
7:30 AM to 5:00 PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Kyle can be reached on 571-272-6746. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Maria Victoria Vanderhorst/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 4194 

N. V./ 



/Charles R. Kyle/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4194 



